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A Rejoinder, &c. 


Dre 


T is an Obſervation which has been more than once 
made, that, of all Paper Wars, thoſe among Divines 
are often proſecuted with moſt Bitterneſs and Ill - Na- 

ture — That Writers on Aſtronomy, on natural Philgſo 
phy, on Politicks and other Subjects, treat one another with 
Candor and Decency, while Eccleſraſticks appear, too fre- 
quently, to be under the baleful Influence of a Spirit of 
Rancour and Malice,--- And that this is apt to be theCaſe 
efpecially in Replies, and Puplies, that, in theſe, they are 
wont to leave the Argument and fall foul of one another 
with unmannerly, perſonal Reflections. { 
Whether or not there be ground for this Obſervation” 
we ſhall not at preſent ſtay to enquire ; but upon Sup- 
poſition of the Fact, it is a Shame that it ſhould be ſo ; that 
the Diſciples, the Ambaſſadors of thePrince of Peace,ſhould 
pay ſo little Regard to the Example of Him who. has ſaid, 
arn of me for I am meek and luly in Heart. That they 
have learned no better, that Divine Leſſon of overcoming 
evil with good. r 
We ſhall not be ſo confident as Mr. Abercrembie ſeems 
to be in both his Pieces, eſpecially the laſt, that we have al- 
ways kept cloſe to the Argument, or that we have con- 
ſtantly treated our Adverſary with Decency and Politeneſs. 
Diſintereſted Perſons are, in this Caſe, likely to be the 
mol} 
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moſt impartial, and therefore the fitteſt Judges, and to 


them we leave it to determine which fide of this Debate is 
managed with moſt cloſeneſs of Argument, and moſt of 
a Chriſtian Spirit; or where there appears moſt Haughti- 
neſs and Sel{-ſufficiency, or moſt of an unhallowed Fire, 
not kindled at the Altar of God. 


We cannot perſuade onrſelves that it would be either 


treating our Readers well, or a profitable ſpending of our 


own Time, to follow Mr. Abercr:mbie with particular Re- 


marks on every Thing, with which he has ſeen fit to fill 
up his Pages. Some Things contain their own Refutation, 
and are beſt anſwered with Silence and Neglect. What 
we propoſe in the following Pages is, Fir/?, to conſider 
thoſe Things on which Mr. Abercrombie places the main 
ſtreſs of the Argument. And then (after having taken 
Notice of ã few particular Things he has advanced) to give 
our Readers a true Account of the preſent State of Matters 
berween the Preſbytery and him. | 
Mr. Abercrombie in ſumming up what he ſeems to think 
he had before ſufficiently proven, ſays, * © Nor is the leaſt 
0 Repard to be pay'd either to mySuſpenſion orDiſmiſſion, 
te both being paſſed by a Judicature not duly conſtituted, 
e upon our not being within theif Juriſdiction ; and who 
te have proceeded by no Rule but their arbitrary Pleaſure, 
te wha have founded their Acts upon Grounds not warran- 
© ted by the Word of God, by Preſbyterian Rules, or the 
* genuine Principles of right Reaſon.” But if directly 
contrary to what he aſſerts it ſhall be made appear that the 
above Sentetices were paſſed by a Judicature duly conſtitu- 
ted, upon one within their Juriſdiction, and that, in them, 
the faid Judicature proceeded not by arbitary Pleaſure, but 
upon Grounds warranted by the Word of God, and agree- 
able to Preſbyterian Rules, and the genuine Prjaciples of 
right Reaſon ; it will then, we hope, be granted that the 
above Sentences are not to be eſteemed a meer Nullity, but 
ought to be regarded as weighty and binding. 
With Reſpe&t to the firſt Thing, viz. That we were 
never duly conſtituted ;* we ſhall here declare wu: our 
enti- 
* Remarks, Page 41, 42: 


E 


3-4 


Sentiments are with Reſpect to the Conſtitution of à Prefs 
bytety, and what our Practice has been, and then let every 
one judge, as Matters appear to him. Who are under - 
ſtood by that Denomination of Chriſtians, diſtinguiſhed 
by the Name of Preſbyterians is fo generally known that 
any Explanation on this Head might be juſtly look't on as 
ſupetffaous. Their Principles with reſpect to Eccleſtaſtic 
Polity, may eaſily be ſeen iti feveral printed Pieces, among 
which is a ſamall Tract, entitled a Directory for Church 
Government, Church Cenſures and Ordinances, of Minif- 
ters agreed on by the Aſſembly of Divines at Weftminſter, 
This being premiſed we lay down the followingPrinciples. 

Firſt, That when a Number of Congregations of the 
Preſbyterlan Perſuaſion live in fuch a Vicinity as renders 
their Aſſociating practicable, they may, and ought, agreca- 
able to their Principles, and by mutual Conſent of Miniſ- 
ters and People to meet together as a claſſical Preſbytery 
covenanting and engaging to each other to maintain and 
practice the above Principles: And that when they have 
done fo, they are a Preſbytery duly conſtituted. 

Secondly, That if a Preſbytery thus conſtituted, by 
Reaſon of their Diſtance from. larger Body's of the fame 
Perſuaſion, ſhould not be able to join with, or put them- 
ſelves under the Authority of a Synod, they may not- 
withſtanding,and ought, to exerciſe EcclefiaſticalDiſcipline 
and-put Church Sentences in Execution. | 

Thirdly, That a Preſbytery conſtituted as above, is to 
be regarded by other Churches of the fame Denomination, 
not as under their Authority, but as a Siſter Church;altho? 
yet in an infant State. I % 

Fourthly, That in the Exerciſe of Church Government 
and Diſcipline, the faid Preſbytery ought to proceed by 
ſuch fixed Rules as they look on to be agreeable to the 
Word of God and Preſbyterian Principles thereon foun- 
ded ; to the end Church Power may not degenetate into 
Tyranny, nor the Members of Society be ed, | 

Fifthly,That by the great Charter of Chriſtians the faid 
Preſbytery has an equal Right, with other Siſter W 

Pe either 
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either to make Rules for the Exerciſe of Church Govern- 
ment, or to adopt the Rules of other Churches, and that 
this Right is unalienable. | 
Sͤixthly, That in order that both Miniſters and People 
may be the better acquainted with ſaid Rules, it would be 
expedient that a Book containing them ſhould be printed. 

Seventhly, That until ſuch a Book is prepared, the ſaid 
Preſbytery ſhould in the Exerciſe of Church Government, 
proceed by ſuch fixed Rules, either of their own, or of other 
Churches,as they are perſuaded to be agrecable to Scripture 
_ Reaſon, and as are likewiſe practicable in theirCircum- 

ces. 

Theſe are ſome of our Sentiments, and agreeable hereto 
has been our Practice. Not to trace ourPreſbyterial Meet- 
ings higher than A. D. 1745, nor to enquire at preſent in- 
to that Series of Events by which ſaid Meetings had been 
interrupted for ſome Years (which yet we do not decline, 
from any fear of having theſe Matters thoroughly Sifted, if 
Mr. 4. or any other has a Mind to attack us on that Head, 
but becauſe it would lead to anAfﬀair foreign to the preſent 
Debate.) But ſuppoſing, though not granting, that we 
never had a conſtituted Preſbytery till the above Date, if it 
appear that we had one then, it will, we hope, be ſufficient. 

Now, that according to our Right as Preſbyterians we 
did with the Conſent of our People, actually meet, and con- 


ſtitute ourſelves into a Preſbytery the 16th of April, 1745, 


in what we have aſſerted in our former Remarks, and what 
we offered to prove, if deny d. But Mr. A. has not put us 
to the Proof on this Head, nay,himſelf owns our Conſtitu- 
tion, mentions the Vote by which we were Conſtituted. * 

Paſſing this therefore we go on to ſay, with Reſpect to 
our Practice that it is our Method at the licencing of Can- 
didates for the Miniſtry to require their Subſcription to the 
. Min. Confeſſion of Faith and Catechiſms : This Mr. A. 
himſelf aſſerts 1. 

If it be enquired what fixed Rules we make uſe of in the 
Exerciſe of Church Government in our particular Congre- 
gations, and our Preſbyterial Meetings. We anſwer, thoſe 

contained 


Remarks, pag. 14, 15. Letter to a Friend, p. 6. 
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contained in the V. Min. Directory, and the Acts of the 
General Aſſembly of the Church of Scotland. The Books 
containing thoſe Acts generally uſed in our Judicatures are 
Dundaſſa's Abridgmenc of the Acts of Aſſembly ; and 
Stewart's Collections and Obſervations Methodiz d. Nor 
do we know an Inſtance in which the Preſbytery has refu- 
ſed to regulate their Conduct by theſe Rules in any Caſe 
which has come before them. If it ſhould be enquired 
why the Preſbytery have not bound themſelves to theſe 
Rules by Subſcription, as they have to the Confeſſion of 
Faith and Catechiſms ; We anſwer, for this, among other 
Reaſons, viz, becauſe there are many Things in theſe Rules 
that are local, ſuited to the peculiar Circumſtances of the 
Country for which they were made, and in our Circum- 
ſtances impracticable. 

It were eaſy to give many Inſtances of this kind, but 
theſe will readily caſt up in the mind of every Perſon who 
is but tollerably acquainted with theſe Rules.—Nor can 
Mr. 4. inſtance one Preſbyterian Congregation in America, 
who practiſes in every Thing exact TOY to the 
W. Minfter Directory. 

But perhaps Mr. A. will ay, „ whatever may be the 
Caſe with other Preſbytery's, ours is not at Liberty on this 
Head : They have eff ly tied their Hands, having in 
their firſt Conſtitution, by\their own Vote, extant in their 
Records, contented themſelves to act FI to the Con- 
flitutions of the Church of Scot 6,” 

That we have thus expreſſed ourſelves in our Vote, is 
what we willingly own; our meaning in which is, that we 
would make theſe Conſti tutions the ordinary Rule of our 
Conduct, in the Trial and Licencing of Candidates, in 
the Ordination of Miniſters, in admiſſion of Perſons to 
ſpecial Ordinances, in dealing with the Scandalous, in 
a Word, in all Acts of eccleſiaſtical Juriſdiftion and Dick- 
pline. Alſo in the Exerciſe of the Key of Doctrine; but 
ſtill in ſuch a Latitude, as to make proper Allowance for 
their and our different Circumſtances, 

But Mr. A. would have it, that, by our covenanting * 


§ Rem. P. 14. 


fo, we leave the Reader to judge, after having informed him 
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aft agrees ble to the Conſtitutions of the Church of Scot- 
land, we have obliged ourſelves to receive, and that by Sub- 
ſcription, every Act of the General Aſſembly of Scatland ; 
even although ſome of theſe Acts ſhould be found contrary 
to others, ſome of them in our Circumſtances utterly im- 
practicable. That we have wholly debarred ourſelves the 
Liberty of adopting a Rule from any other Preſbyterian 
Church, how rational ſoever it may appear, and how well 
ſoever ſuited to our Circumſtances. And alſo that we have 
forever tied our Hands from concurring with our People in 
making any Act for theRegulation of our Conduct in eccle- 
Gaſtica Affairs. Whether his ſenſe or ours of acting agre- 
able to the Conſtitutions cf the Church of Scotland be moſt 
rational, we leave every judicious Perſon to determine; as 
alſo whether our Vote aboveſaid, underſtood in his Senſe, 
wauld not be a giving up our Birthright, as Chriſtians, in- 
ſtead of ſtanding faſt in the Liberty wherewith Chriſt hath 
made us free ? A bo Al and 7; 
Indeed Mr. H. once propoſed to the Preſbytery © that if 
they judged it inexpedient to adopt all the Conſtitutions 
« of the Church of Scotland, becauſe all the Members could 


not bave eaſy Acceſs to be acquainted with them all, and 


4 therefore could not know what they ſubſcribed to, that 
then they would adopt an excellent Summary, publiſhed 
< by: Lumiſden and Robertſon, entitled a Collection of Con- 
+ feffions “.“ | | 
This Propoſal, it muſt be conſeſs d, the Preſbytery have 
not yet comply'd wich; whether or not they are to blame 
for this Noncompliance, and if to blame, how far they are 


that the above Summary propoſed to be Subſcribed, con- 
tains not only the #. Min. Confeſſion of Faith and Cate- 
atiiſms, the VV. Min. Directory for Church Government 
and for the publick Worſhip of God; but alſo the Genuea 
Confeflion, the Scotch Confeſſion, Mr. Crazg's Cate- 
ohiſmi, the Directory for Family Worſhip, the Ac- 
knowledgment of Sins and gr Pp to Duties, the 
Sum of Saving Knowledge, the Sum of the Firſt Bok 

| 0 
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of\ Diſcipline, ' the ſecond Book of Diſcipline, the na 
tional Covenant, the ſolemn League and Covenant. 
This Creed; large as it may ſeem, is yet far ſhort of what 
the Presbytery bound themſelves to at their firſt Conſti- 
tution, if Mr. A's Senſe of that Conſtitution be juſt. It 
may here be enquired, who gave Mr. A. a diſpenſing Power 
to render it lawful for the Preſbytery to cull the Acts of 
Aſſembly; adopting only thoſe in Limeſden and Robertſon 1 
when, according to him, they had in their firſt Conſtituti- 
on, abſolutely bound themſelves ro adopt them all ? Far- 
ther, it may be proper to aſk, if it's a good Argument a- 
gainſt our Preſbytery, © that they are no Preſbytery, but 
e an irregular Company left intirely to rKeir own Choice 
* and Caprice; a confuſed Chaos of diſſenting Parts, not 
* having the leaſt Pretence to a Conſtitution ” ; If all this 
is juſt, only becauſe they do not ſubſcribe to all the Conſti- 
tutions of the Church of Scotland; or, at leaſt; to all con- 
tained in Lumeſden and Robertſon, will not the ſame Argu- 
ment conclude with equal Strength againſt any other Preſ- 
byterian Judicature on the Continent, or Elſewhere, to 
whom it is applicable? What if it ſhould be found upon 
Enquiry, that by this Argument the Synad of New-York, the 
Synod of Philadelphia, nay the GeneralSyricd of Ireland, are 
each of them as deſtitute of a Conſtitution as our Preſby- 
tery, and are to be regarded only as a confuſed Chaos of 
diſſenting Parts, not having the leaſt Pretence to a Conſti- 
U | 
After all, it ſeems an odd Way of Reaſoning, the 
Preſbytery don't àct agreeable to their Engagements at 
their Conſtitution, therefore they were never conſtituted. 
What is it he may not prove who can make ſuch an Argu- 
ment concluſive ? | | 
We hope that morethan enough has been ſaid to prove 
that we are preſbyterially conſtituted. We proceed therefore, 
Secondly, To prove that Mr. A. is a Perſon properly un- 
der the ſpecial Juriſdiction of the Preſbytery. To find 
this deny'd would, we confeſs, be ſurprizing was it not 
from Mr. A. And in order to make it appear with a fatis- 


fying Evidence, we would inform our Reader that Mr. A. 
5 1 B | was 


1 
was preſbyterially ordained. Tis to be hoped that he has 
not forgot that, when he received thelnjunctions or Charge 
at his Ordination; he did in a folema Manner, in the Face 
of a large Aſſembly, acknowledge theWeſtminſter Confeſſion, 
as the Confeſſion of his Faith. That he did alſo, among 
ſeveral other Articles relating to the Government of the 
Church profeſs theſe. That our Lord Jeſuschriſt has com- 
mitted theGovernment of his Church, not to the Church col- 
lective, but to the Officers. ThatChurch judicatures ſhould 
be made up of Elders; Part of which do, and others do not 
labour in Word and Doctrine. That in thefe Judicatures 
there ſhould beaSubordination ; the congregationalSeſſion, 
or Elderſhip being ſubject to a Presbytery; the Presby- 
tery to Synods, or Councils, particular and general. 
That this is the true Church Government, authorized in 
the Scripture. And that in the Exerciſe of this Govern- 
ment, he promiſed to be ſubject to his Brethren in the 
Lord. If Mr. A. ſhould ſay all this is true, and proves 
that he was Presbyterially ordained ; but ſtill it remains to 
be proved, that the Presbytery which ſuſpended him are 
thoſe Brethren to whom he promiſed to be ſubject in the 
Lord. To make this appear we would aſk Mr. 4. Did he 
not in a few Months after kis Ordination, by the Advice 
and Concurrence of his People, meet with Meſſieurs Moor- 
head and Mc Gregore two of his Ordainers ? Did they not, 
by a written Vote, extant in their Records, conſtitute 
themſelves into a Presbytery ? Did he not ſet as a Mem- 
ber of that Judicature for the ſpace of more than eight 
Years, ſometimes as Moderator pronouncing her Senten- 
ces ; ſometimes as Clerk, putting her Sentences on Re- 
cord; always as a Member reaſoning and voting? Some- 
times obeying her Appointments, in ſupplying Vacancies, 
adminiſtring ſpecialOrdinances,afliſting in the licencing and 
Ordination of Candidates,cenſuring of Offenders ? Nay has 
he not been known, (as can be well proved) on ſome Oc- 
caſions, to argue for the Authority of the Preſbytery 
with great Earneſtneſs againſt ſome who ſeem'd to pay too 
little Regard to her Sentences ? And ſolemnly to warn 
People to take heed how they {ct light by a Judicature So 


Jeſus Chriſt, 
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Let Mr. 4. deny theſe Particulars, or any one of them, 
if he can; and if he cannot, as we are ſure he cannot with 
Truth, then let the Reader impartially conſider with what 
Face he can, after all this, plead that the Preſbytery has no 
Authority over him, or any of herMembers ; but that every 
one is ſui Juris? LOUCTHD) Eg vas 

What if hisSubſcription to our Standards cannot be pro- 
duced, will nothing elſe ſubject a Perſon to the Authority 
of a Preſbytery ? Is not a publick ſolemn Declaration and 
voluntary Covenant equal to Subſcription? What pecu- 
liar binding Power is in Subſcription, above ſuch a Pecla - 
ration and Covenant? | Gd X 

Leſt any ſhould here ſuſpe& that the Preſbytery is of 
the nonſubſcribing Principle, we can aſſure them that the 
contrary is true, of every Member. Had there been the 
leaſt Suſpicion on this head, the Preſbytery had without 
doubt required Mr. A. and every Member to have renew- 
ed their Subſcriptions. - We ſay, renewed, becauſe the moſt 
of us have ſubſcribed, both at the Time of our Licence and 
Ordination. And at our laſt Seſſion in Boſton , all the 
Miniſters and Probationers preſent, being required by the 
Preſbytery, did readily ſubſcribe. We look on it as one, 
among many goodExpedients to preſerve Soundneſs in the 
Faith, that every Miniſter and Probationer ſubſcribe with 
his Hand. But if Mr. A. ſays that Subſcription is eſſential 
to the being of a Preſbytery; and that no Covenant, no 
verbal Declaration or Promiſe is ſufficient to ſubject a Mini- 
ſter to the Authority of his Brethren, without he has ſub- 
ſcribed, he muſt produce better Arguments than the 
has yet done before he will be believed. *Tis faid that 
Subſcription to the Weſtminſter Confeſſion was not required 
by the general Synod of Ireland, by any ſynodical Law, 
till the Year 1705. But will Mr. 4. be able hence to 
prove that they were, before that Time, no Synod, had no 
Authority over their own Members, but that each was /«z 
Juris? Will he think fit to beſtow on the ſaid Synod, the 
polite Appellations of © an irregular Juncto, a confus d 
Chaos of diſſenting Parts ;” Terms which he has pick'd 
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up from ſome Writer he has met with, and in his 

reat good Nature, ſo liberally beſtowed on thePreſbytery. 
From what has been ſaid on this Head, we leave every one 
to judge, whither Mr. 4. can plead Non-Juriſdition with 
any good Ground, CITIES: 8 

Having ſhewed that Mr. 4. is under the Authority of 
the Preſbytery, and that therefore they had a Right tq 
cenſure him, we proceed & des. 

_ Thirdly, to make it appear that the Preſbytery in their 
Sentences of Suſpenſion and Diſmiſſian, did not proceed 
againſt Mr, A. by arbitrary Pleaſure, but upon Grounds 
warranted by the Word of God, agreable to Preſbyterian 
Rules, and the genuine Principles of right Reaſon. Here 
we think the Taſk is not difficult, l 

To begin with his Suſpenſion, this is to be eſteemed a 
meer Nullity and not to be regarded, becauſe, in it, the 
r Preſbytery have not proceeded according to Law; nor, 
ik it had, is the Sentence founded on Crimes ſufficient 
« in Law to warrant the ſame. -. - * 

Firſt, the Preſbytery have not acted conſtitutionally,they 
have not proceeded according to Law, — The Law requires 
that, in an eccleſiaſtical Proceſs, the Perſon be ſerved with a 
Libel.” This, we apprehend, was fully anſwered in our for- 
mer Remarks. In Mr. A's Caſe there was no need of a 
Libel; the'moral Reaſon of it ceaſing, as was made plainin 
ſaid Remarks *, no need of giving hin a Liſt of the Wit- 
neſſes to be uſed againſt him; for this plain Reaſon, viz. - 
becauſe no Witneſſes were to be uſed in the Caſe.—If we 
are not greatly miſtaken, even a Child may ſee that Mr. A. 
either wilfully, or by a ſtrange Inattention to the Subject 
he was upon, utterly miſrepreſents the Committee's Reaſon- 
ing in the Place referred to in the Margin, when he makes 
them ſay, © If one has committed a Crime he doubtleſs 
© may know it, and conſequently be at no Loſs to prepare 
** his Defences.” Had he inſtead of this ſaid, If one 
js called to an Account for Things he has given under 
his Hand in Writing, and the ſaid Writing is referred to 
sin his Citation, he need then be at no Loſs as to the 
” R « Things 
Marr. Page 18, | 


n 
* Things to which he is to make anſwer, ſince his Paper 
« to which his Citation refers, will inform him,” this had 
been repreſenting the Committee's Reaſoning fairly, and 
doing them Juſtice : but then it would not have an- 
ſwered Mr. 4's End, which was to paint the Preſbytery as 
illegal and arbitrary in their Proceedings. This would have 
ſhewed his Quotation, from an accurate Writer in Scotland, 
inſtead of being much to the Purpoſe” to be quite im- 
rtinent. 

But Mr, A. ſtill inſiſts, that © A Judicature may be for- 
s mal in their Proceedings, and yet their Sentence may be 
« a Nullity, becauſe it ſtands not upon Crimes declared 
“ ſufficient in Law to warrant faid Sentence.” He tells his 
Reader that * the reformed Churches have in their Forms 
of Diſcipline, from the Word of God, declared what Sins 
0 ſhall have ſuch and ſuch Cenſures inflicted on the Of- 
« fenders ; and provided, that nothing ſhall be received by 
% any Judicature as aGround of Proceſs, far leſs proceeded 
* againſt as a Ground of Cenſure, but what is in their 
* ſtanding Rules declared cenſurable by the Word of 
* God,” * That the reformed Churches have, agreable to 
plain Scriptures, declared that ſcandalous Outbreakings are 
cenſurable—That they have likewiſe mentioned ſeveral 
particular Crimes and fixed the Cenſures due to them,are 
Things which moſt Perſons know as well as Mr. 4. But 
that they have deſcended to all the endleſs variety of Crimes 
as attended with theſe and thoſe Circumſtances, we deny. 
This is what neither they, nor any other Legiſlature have 
done ; and we may add, nor can do. He muſt either be 
very weak, or take his Readers to be ſo, who adventures to 
aſſert ſuch a Thing.—If Mr. 4, is acquainted with the 
Forms of Diſcipline uſed in reformed Churches, he will 
find Slander and trampling on lawful Authority, to be, 
both of them, among the Crimes that are declared cenſu- 
rable. In particular, he will find, © that thoſe who are 
«« guilty 1 raiſing Scandals and Prejudices againſt Minil- 
* ters, by ſlandering and reproaching them, be diligently 
« proceeded againſt by the Cenſures of the Kirk to the 

; « higheſt, 
E 25. | 
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* higheſt, according to the Degree and Quality of the 
& Scandal. * Now that Mr. 4. has been 17 5 of ſlan- 
dering and reproaching, not a ſingle Miniſter, but a Judi- 
cature of Chriſt, is what every impartial Perſon muſt own 
till he make good his Charges. That he diſown'd the Au- 
thority of the Preſbytery, a Judicature to which he had ſo- 
lemnly covenanted to be ſubject, and to which he had pro- 
feſs d Subjection for more than eight Years ; and this be- 
fore they had come to any Determination in his Caſe, is 
what he cannot pretend to deny. Whether the former of 
theſe Crimes did not deſerve anAdmonition ; and the latter, 
added to the former, a Suſpenſion, let the Reader judge. 

With Reſpect to the Preſbytery's Sentence, diſmiſſing 
Mr. A. from his paſtoral Relation to the Congregation of 
Pelham ; we deſire it may be conſidered, that the People 
brought ſeyeral weighty Articles againſt Mr. A. ſupported 
by ſufficient, Proof That if Mr. A. could have exculpated 
himſelf on aily or all of theſe Articles, or, at leaſt, have pro- 
duced any extenuating Circumſtances, which would have 
made his Conduct to have appeared in a more fayourable 
Light, he ſhould have done it. Whereas, by refuſing to 
appear before the Preſbytery, to confront his Accuſers, he 
has himſelf only to blame, if any of the mentioned Articles 
were received in a wrong Light. The Preſbytery being 
obliged to judge of them according to the Light in which 
they appeared. —Perhaps after all he has faid in his own 
Vindication upon the above Articles, the People of Pelham 
may one Day make it appear, that the ſaid Articles deſerve 
the Name of Crimes. 74 

But what fully vindicates thePreſbytery in diſmiſſing him 
is, that they can produce his own earneſt Requeſt to be diſ- 


miſſed, ſeconded with that very Reaſon that weigh'd with 


them to diſmiſs him, viz. that his Uſefulneſs ſeemed to be 


at an End, and his Miniſtry not ſucceeded. But Mr. A. 


argues that this does not at all vindicate the Preſbytery ; 
* for (ſays he) one Year, far more a number of Years 
« might alter the Caſe.” But will he, dare he fay, that 


the Caſe was altered for the better, and that there was a 


greater 


* Stewart's Col. 
K 


J 


greater Proſpect of his Uſefulneſs at the Time the Preſby- 
tery diſmiſſed him, then when he firſt requeſted to be diſ- 
miſſed? | 

When Mr. A. enquires why the Preſbytery judged that 
a ſufficient Reaſon for diſmiſſing him which at firſt them- 
ſelves judged inſufficient, the Anſwer we think is quite ea- 
ſy. It might not, at firſt, appear to them to be as Mr. A. 
had aſſerted, viz. that his Uſefulneſs was at an end; they 
might hope, that by the Divine Bleſſing on their pacifick 
Endeavours, ſubſiſting Difficulties might be removed, ' and 
that he might ſtill be uſeful as a Miniſter in that Place. 
This not only might be, but we know that it actually was 
the Reaſon, why the Presbytery did not at firſt difmiſs 
him, in Compliance with his own Petition. But finding 
on ſeveral Years longer Trial,that Things inſtead of grow- 
ing better, were ſenſibly tending from bad to worſe; that 
the whole Town (a very few excepted ) dreaded his Con- 
tinuance as a heavy Judgment.---That there did not ap- 
pear the leaſt rational Ground to hope for his Uſefulneſs 
as a Miniſter there, they then ſaw their Way clear for diſ- 
miſſing him, altho' it was not ſo when he firſt requeſted it. 

When Mr, A. aſks © Where will the Preſbytery find a 
* Warrant for diſmiſſing a Miniſter from onePlace without 
„fixing him in another, or without an Invitation elſe- 
* where” ? We anſwer, good Precedents of both may be ea- 
ſily produced. when theDiſmiſſion has been in Conſequence 
of the Miniſter's own Requeſt.---We ſay farther, that 
when Mr. A. talks of the Preſbytery's fixing bim in ano- 
ther Place, he ſeems to have forgotten that he is lying un- 
der a Cenſure of Suſpenſion. 

But Mr. A. has one Thing more which deſerves fome 
Conſideration, © A Judicature (ſays he) may be duly con- 
* ſtituted, deal with one within their Power, pr 
exactly by approved Rules, ground their Sentences on 
* a legal Foundation; and yet one may lawfully refuſe to 
© reſt in their Sentences, becauſe, they are not the dernĩer 
* Reſort, the final Judges in the Affair.“ That a Subor- 
dination of Judicatures is a preſbyterian Principle, we 

willingly 
* Page 42. 
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- willingly own ; and conſequently, that Appeals cannot 


be deny'd from the loweſt to the higheſt Judicature, if 
icticable, and if duly entered. But does it thence fol- 
low, that in Caſe all the Judicatures are not acceſſible, that 
then no Sentence can be put in Execution? For in- 
ſtance, ſhall a ſingle Congregation of Preſbyterians living 
too remote from a Preſbytery to admit of Appeals, have 
therefore no Exerciſe of Diſcipline ? Shall a Preſbytery, in 
a like weak Situation with Reſpect to a Synod, be ipcapa- 
ble of putting any Sentence in Execution ? If this is good 
Reaſoning with reſpect to the ſingle Congregation and the 
Preſbytery, then who ſees not that the ne Argument 
will hold good with reſpect to a provincial Synod, and e- 
vel a national Aſſembly ? Preſbyterian Principles {till allow- 
ing of a higher Judicature than any of theſe. 
Mr. A. requires what is not reaſonable, when he de- 


mands of thePreſbytery to produce an explicit Agreement, 


wherein they have bound themſelves to ſubmit to, and reſt 
in the Determinations of ſaid Preſbytery. There is no need 
of producing any ſuch Agreement. Our not being joined 
to any ſuperior Judicature is a ſufficient Proq; that, until 
ſuch Junction, the Members are obliged to reſt in the De- 
terminations of their Preſbytery. We pleaſe ourſelves indeed 
with the Thought, that we ſhall be able to join ourſelves 


to ſome Synod on the Continent, ere long, or at leaſt to 


ſettle aCorreſpondence with them; ſo as that we may have 
Recourſe to them, and receive Help from them in difficult 
Caſes : But even in our preſent State, and before this is ef- 
feed, we think we have a right to exerciſe Diſcipline, and 

put Sentences in Execution. | 
But though Mr. A. could prove that a Presbytery, living 
remote from and not joined to any Synod, are yet bound 
to-grant Appeals, which we think he cannot, yet this will 
not be ſufficient in his Caſe ; he muſt alſo prove, that he 
demanded an Appeal from the Sentences of our Presbytery, 
ſeaſonably and in due Form, and was denied it. TheGe- 
neral Aſſembly of Scotland orders, That if an Appeal be 
e not ready to be given in, immediately after Sentence, the 
Party ſhall proteſt for Liberty to appeal, and accord- 
ing 
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© ingly: within ten Days give in his written Appeal to the 
« Judicatory or Moderator thereof, other it f alls.*” Can 
Mr. 4. ſhew that he has done this? If he Ch, as we are 
ſure he cannot, then he has cut himſelf ſhort of the Liberty of | 
an Appeal, even upon the Suppoſition that our Presbytery 
DI. the Juridistton of a ſuperior Takara | 
which we have proved they are not. i» 

And thus we hope we have to the Satisfaction of the ju - 
dicious and impartial proven on Mr. 4's. own. Terms, by 
making thoſe very Things appear which he required ſhould 
be made plain. And ſhould now proceed to, give the 
Reader an Account of the preſent State of Matters be- 
tween the Presbytery and Him. But we ſhall take leave 
firſt to notice a few Things briefly. _ 5 
Mr. A. charges the Committee with Falſehood for ſaying. 
that the Presbytery proceeded in the Name of the Lard 
Jeſus Chriſt to en him from the Exerciſe of his Office. 
In theſe Words, I appeal to the Copy delivered to me if 
e there be one Word of Truth in this.t” We anſwer, 
however the Copy may have been defeCtive in expreſſing . 
the Thing, yet that the Sentence was pronounced in that 
ſacred Name, thoſe preſent can well remember, nor can 
we believe that Mr. A. has forgot it. How then could he 
impute Falſchood to theCommittee for aſſerting that which 

e knew to be true? With what Face could he introduce 
thoſe grave Words, Gentlemen, remember, that God's 
People are Children that will not lie.” | | 

WithReſpe& to what Mr. 4. ſays concerning Mr. Mor- 
head sSuſpenſion; theManner of his and Mr. Mac Gregore's 
leaving the old Presbytery; and Mr. Parſons his leaving 
Lyme. We would aſk Mr. A. does he look on the Conduct 
of his Brethren in the mentioned Inſtances, to be juſtifiable. 
or not; if he anſwers juſtifiable, then we enquire why 
does he mention theſe Things with the Air, and in the 
Manner he does? Why does he endeavour to defame, 
where his Jadgment | acquits ? If he ſays, not juſtifi- 
able; then we aſk him, why, after he had an Op- 
portunity to be zcquainted =_ and was no ſtranger to 
theſe Matters, did he chooſe Meſſi. Moorhead and Mac Gre- 


C gore 


* Aſſembly 1648. Sels. 30. + Page 49. 
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gore to be his Ordainers ? Why did he chooſe to aſſociate 
himſelf with them in a Presbytery, in Preference to all 
others of the ſame Perſuaſion in the Country? Why did 
he not oppoſe Mr. Parſans his Admiſſion into the Presby- 
tery ? In fine, why did he mention theſe Things, ſince, 
whatever his Judgment concerning them is, he muſt own 
they have no Relation to the preſent Debate ? Behold the 
Man who ſcorns Recrimination, and is above the little baſe 
Practices of Scurrility and Defamation ! 

With Regard to Mr. A.'s introducing Perſons of com- 
mon Senſe with a deriding Smile at the Presbytery's Weak- 
neſs, in theſe Words, How does he make it appear that 

«© he brought no Charge againſt the Presbytery.” * We 
ſay, that we own it is the Presbytery's Buſineſs to prove 
that he brought Matters of high Charge, and we leave the 
impartial to judge whether they have not ſufficiently done 
it ia their former Remarks. And altho' to require Mr. A. 
to prove a Negative would be unreaſonable, yet there is 
nothing unreaſonable or fooliſh in requiring him to make 
it appear that his Paper was what he term'd it, viz. a hum- 
ble Repreſentation ; and not aBundle of groundleſs calum- 
niating Charges. If a Perſon brings into a Society of 
which he is aMember,and to which he is to be accountable 
for his Conduct, a Quadrußede, in Size, in Shape, in Co- 
lour and Qualities, exactly reſembling a Monkey, and yet 
he is very ſanguine in affirming it to be a Dove, would not 
the Society think they had a right to require of the Perſon 
that he ſhould prove his Aſſertion,-4. e. that the above 
Creature was a Dove, and conſequently not a Monkey ? 

But to follow Mr. A. with particular Remarks would, 

we think, be a miſpending of Time, and contrary to our 
Reſolution above expreſſed, Let the unprejudiced, who 
have read his Pamphlet, judge whether what he ſays 
be true, viz, © That he has advanced fuch Proofs of the 
* Things contained in his Repreſentation as the Nature 
* of them required ;“ Has he offered a ſhadow of Proof to 
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3 have in the Affair of one p been guilty of a Proceedure 
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which. tends directly to overthrow all Diſcipline, © That 
«*« their Conduct therein will be found contrary to the Ap- 
« prehenſions which even the Heathen had of that Mat- 
te ter, and which is ſtill worſe, he is certain it is directly 
« contrary to that Account which the facred Scriptures 
« give of that Matter.” * Whether the Proof of this, with 
ſeveral other Things he has aſſerted, be not a Debt he ſtill 
owes the Publick ; And till it is paid whether he has not 
Reaſon to expect he ſhall be eſteemed a falſe Accuſer ? 
Whether in order to ſhew the Inſtance brought by the 
Committee, viz. of the Houſe of Commons +, being im- 
pertinent as Mr. A. ſays it is, he has not two Things 
to prove? Firſt, that our Presbytery is under the Juril- 
diction of ſome ſuperior Judicature ; and Secondly, that 
though a ſupream Court may chaſtize the Miſconduct of 
her Members, yet a ſubordinate may not.— Whether if 
the Inſtance of a congregational Church, brought by the 
Committee in the Place laſt quoted, be yet leſs to the Pur- 
poſe, as Mr. 4.,afirms, it does not thence follow, that a 
congregational Church may lawfully exerciſe an eccleſiaſtic 
Diſcipline to which a Presbytery muſt not pretend ? 
Whether he has ſaid any Thing ſufficient to convince a 
careful Enquirer that he has not wronged the Truth in 
the two Inſtances pointed to in the Margin 92 Whether 
he is not living in the Omifſion of a plain moral Duty, till 
he make it appear that Mr. Mac Gregore is a Receiver of 
Bribes, or elſe acknowledge his Baſeneſs ?—Whether be- 
cauſe (according to his pompous Quotation) © Truth is 
bold and open, and Error mean and ſneaking $$,” it thence 
follows that Mr. Mac Gregore might not write a private 
Letter to the People of Pelham, aſking Advice ?---Whether 
theſe Words of the Committee concerning the Miniſters of 
the Presbytery © we truſt they have obtained Mercy to be 
“ faithful **,” are the Language of Boaſting, eſpecially 
conſidering the Occaſion on which they were uſed ? Whe- 
ther they gave Mr. A. any Ground for that ſolemn Petiti- 
on, Father forgive them for they know not what they do; 


and 
* Letter to a Friend, p. 6. + Narr. p. 19. 
Narr. p. 30, 31. P. 51, Narr. P. 35. 
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t part of a Page with fuch tragick 
ether in Caſe that modern Author, 


and for filling up a grea 
Lclenadge ? . 15 | 
whom he quotes “, gives a juſt Character of the general 
Aſſembly of the Church af Scotland; and this Character 
ſo exactly ſuits our Presbytery, that he imagines he ſees | 
them bluſh to hear their Conduct ſo expoſed by a Stran- 
ger. Whether, (we ſay) if theſe Things be ſo, it was wiſe 
in him to propoſe leaving the Affair between him and the 
ee to the ſaid Aſſembly? Would not this arbi- 
trary, deſpotick, tyrangical Aſſembly, have been apt, upon 
ſuch a Reference, to Rare vindicated a Presbytery of the 
ſame Completion and Conduct with themſelyes ? And at 
the ſame Time to have cruſhed a brave Patriot, who was 
making heroic Efforts for the Conſtitution, and againſt the 
Presbytery's Uſurpation ? Whether by comparing the 
Presbytery to the Scribes and 3 :---To that Court 
that condemn'd the Apoſtles ; repreſenting them as practi- 
cg on the helliſh Policy of two infamous Jeſuites ; giving 
thePreference to Domitian, Dioclgſian and Nero, in point of 
Lenity and Humanity, he has done any Honor to himſelf 
or Service to his Caufe ?-----But it is Time we paſs on to 
the laſt Thing we propoſed, i. e. to give our Reader a true 
Account of he preſent State of Matters, between thePres- 
bytery and him, 

Mr. A. having 5 declared himſelf quite weary of raking 
in the Dirt, and having emitted a terrible Threatning againſt 
the Presbytery, viz. that, if they proceed for the future in 
the ſame Manner they have done in Time paſt, it is highly 
probable they may have the Mortification of being treated 
by him with a contemptuous Silence --he then proceeds to 
aſſure the Presbytery © that nothing would be more agre- 


.* able to him than, upon a fair Trial, before impartial Judg- 


* es, to find his Fears concerning the Stave of our Presbyte- 
* rial Affairs groundleſs, and his gloomy Apprehepſions 
* only imaginary,” i, e. in ſhort that nothing in the World 
would pleaſe him better than to find the Presbytery in the 
right and himſelf in the wrong. He therefore propoſes to 
«© Tet the whole Caſe, both of his Suſpenſion and Diſ- 
* miſſion, be laid before impartial Judges, for them finally 

. * 16 to 


— 
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* to determine thereon, according to the Word of God, 
« and the Conſtitutions of the Church of Scotland,” ad- 
ding, “that he ſhall only inſiſt on ſuch Advantages as 
“ are allowed to every Appellant, who conceives h mſelf 
« injur'd by the Sentence of an inferior Judicatory,” and 
propofing for Judges, either “ the affociated Miniſters of 
« Boſton, or ** the Synod of New-York, at their next 
« Meeting,” . 

The Presbytery taking into Conſideration the above 
Propoſal, voted to fend Mr. 4. the following Letter, and 
appointed two of their Number to defend their Sentences 
before the Synod, nts | 


Rev'd Sir, 


HE Presbytery now ſitting at Newbury, having con- 
ſidered the Propoſal you make, in your late Remarks, 
&c. viz. of referring the wholeCaſe both of yourSuſpenſion 
and Diſmiſſion to the Synod of New-York at their next 
Meeting, they chearfully voted to accept of faid Propoſal. 
And alſo, that in order to your being prepared for ſaid 
Reference, you ſhall have (upon your making a proper 
Demand) all thoſe Advantages which aParty in a Reference 
ſo circumſtanced has a Right to claim. 

Your ſpeedy Anſwer we expect, which you are to ſend 
to the Moderator or Clerk, within a Month after your 
Receipt of this. Subſcribed at Newbury this 24th Day 
of May, 1758. 

By Joun MookhzA Db, Mod”r. 
avid MacGREGORE, Prib. CL 


To this Letter the Presbytery received the following 
Anſwer. 
Rev'd Gentlemen, 


YÞP R Vote of May the 24th is now before me,in An- 
1 ſwer to which I would inform you, I do not tho- 
roughly underſtand faid Vote, ſo as to be able poſitively to 
ſay I agree to, or refuſe to comply with it. When you 


pleaſe to expreſs your Minds with greater Plainneſs tis _—_ 
able 
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bable I will be able to give you a direct Anſwer. At pre- 
ſent it is not evident to me, nor do I think, on mature Re- 
flection will it appear plaic to yourſelves, 7ou have. © chear- 
« fully voted to accept of my Propoſal,” but of ſomething 
very different from, or at leaſt reſtricted, and far ſhort of 
What I propoſed : And which, if I miſtake not, may be 
conſtrued in ſuch a Senſe, - as is inconſiſtent with a full, 


free, and impartial[nquiry into the Merits of the Cauſe, and 


which will involve us in endleſs Diſputes foreign to the 
main purpoſe, when we come before the Synod. How- 
ever, it is pleaſing to me, you ſeem at laſt ſatisfied, the Mat- 
ter muſt be heard and determined by ſome others; may I 
not hope, on further ſerious Reflection you will be like- 
wiſe convinced it muſt come before them in the free Goſ- 
pel Way.-- That nothing conſiſtent with Truth, a full, 
a free, and candid Inquiry into the Merits of the Cauſe, 
may be wanting upon my Part, I am till ready to comply 
with what I propoſed, upon being ſatisfied you have fully 
agreed to ſaid Propoſal : And further let me inform you, 
if you be averſe from an Appeal, when you come to explain 
your Minds on a Reference, and propoſe ſach an one as is 
harmonious with the Principles wherein I once did ſuppoſe 


we were agreed, and from which I would always be under- 


ſtood never to recede, tis highly probable it will not be 
diſagreeable to, | | 
Rev'd Gen'lemen, 
Pelham, Your humble Servant, 
June 21ſt. 1758. R. ABERCROMBIE. 


To the Rev'd Meſſirs. Joun Moorxnta, or 
David Mac GrEGORE, to be communicated to 


the Presbytery. 


WV have choſen to give theſe Things at large, that 

from his Propoſal, the Presbytery's Vote thereupon, 

with his Anſwer, they, who are diſpoſed to give themſelves 

the Trouble to look into the Affair, may have an undiſguiſed 

View of how it ſtands at preſent. | | 

The Reader will pleaſe to obſerve, that in his Anſwer 
to 


L 23 J 
to the Presbytery's Vote, Mr. 4. ſays, that the Presby- 
tery inſtead of voting to accept of his Propoſal, have 
voted to accept of ſomething very different from, or at 
« leaſt reſtricted and far ſhort of what he propoſed.” Up- 
on Suppoſition that this is true, ought not he in his An- 
ſwer, to have ſhewed wherein the ſaid Difference, or Re- 
ſtriction lies? But has he done it? not a Word of this 
kind ; herein he has left us to gueſs wherein he places the 
ſaid Difference. Certainly his Propoſal and the Presbytery's 
Vote agree herein, viz. That the whole Caſe both of his 
Suſpenſion and Diſmiſſion was to be left to the Synod of 
New-York at their next Meeting, for them finally to deter- 
mine the ſame. Perhaps (for we can but gueſs ) Mr. A. 
{may ſay, that though herein they agree, yet they differ in 
this, that he meant carrying the Caſe to the Synod by 
Way of Appeal : Whereas the Presbytery's Vote ſpeaks of 
doing it by Way of Reference. But if this was his mean- 
ing in his Propoſal, why did he not expreſs it ? As he took 
Care not to.expreſs hisMind on this Head, ſo we had ſeveral 
Reaſons to induce us to believe, that he did not intend an 
Appeal. (iſt.) We could not think he could be fo weak 
as to imagine that a formal Appeal could be proſecuted 
before a Synod to whom the Presbytery was not joined: 
That either the Presbytery would ad mit of transferring, or 
the Synod of receiving the Caſe in this Form. (2dly.) He 
propoſed leaving it to the Miniſters of Be/ton ; and ſurely 
he will not ſay, that he intended it ſhould come before 
them by Way of a formal Appeal. (3dly.) Himſelf had for- 
merly propoſed laying the Caſe before the general Aſſembly 
of Scotland by Way of Reference. Theſe are ſome of the 
Reaſons why we could not think that he intended an Ap- 
peal. Perhaps he meant that the Caſe ſhould be laid be- 
fore the Synod, both in the Way of Reference and 
Appeal : We are the rather inclined to think that this was 
his Meaning, becauſe he once gave in to the Presbytery 2 
long Paper, the Title whepeof is, the Repreſentation, De- 
Clinature, Reference and Appeal of R., Abercrombie. Or 
did he not deſignedly (in his Propoſal) leave the Matter 
ambiguous, that in Caſe the Presbytery ſhould underſtand 
him of a Reference, he might have room to ſay he meant 
an 
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an b ; if of an Appeal, that he might then {ay he in- 


tended a Reference ? It he ſhould now at laſt ſpeak plain 


and fay he intended an Appeal, it may be proper to atk 

him, why does he prefer an Appeal to a Reference? did not 
| himſelf formerly propoſe a Reference? Has he not as much 
Advantage to maintain his Cauſe in a Reference, as in an 


Appeal ? Is there not the ſame Room for a free, full and 
candid Enquiry into the Merits of the Cauſe in the one 
as in the other? There is but one Thing more we can 
think of which he can mean when he ſays the Presbytery's 
Vote © is'reſtrifted and far ſhort of what he propoſed , 
i. e. that ſaid Vote does not oblige the Synod to judge the 
Caſe © by the Conſtitutions of the Church of Scotland”. To 
which we ſay, we doubt not but the Synod: will pay a due 
Regard to theſe Rules or Conſtitutions, and we heartily de- 
ſire they ſhould : But we apprehend that to bind a wor- 
thy Presbyterian Synod, by ſuch a limiting Clauſe, might 
be taken in ill Part and eſteemed a juſt Cauſe of Affront. 
Does Mr. A. think that the Synod need to be thus bound? 
Cannot he confide in them, that they will judge according 
to Scripture, Reaſon and Presbyterian Principles? And will 
not that content him ? 

From this particular and fair view of the Caſe, we leave 
the candid Reader to judge, whether the Presbytery have 
ſhewn an arbitrary and cruel, or a padifick and humaneSpi- 
rit toward their offending Brother ? Whether their Vote 
is not a Compliance with Mr. As Propoſal ? Whether, in 
Caſe it were not, he ought not in hisAnſwer to have ſhewn | 
wherein it was different or reſtricted? Whether his An- 
ſwer, inſtead of being plain and open, is not evaſive and 
ſhuffling, and ſayours of a deſfign'd Ambiguity end Obſcu- 
rity ? 

We crave the Readers farther Patience, while in the 
Name of our Presbytery we ſay; That altho' Mr. A. has 
laid many and grievous Complaints againſt us which he 
cannot prove ; has endeavoured to repreſent us as Diſtur- 
bers of the Peace of other Churches; as Polluters of holy 


_ Ordinances, by a promiſcuous Admiſſion of all, even thoſe 


whom not only the Word of God er excludes, but 
whom 


I 

whom the Light of Nature teaches even the Heathen to re- 
Jet ; as Time-Servers, Men of venal Diſpoſitions; as given 
to Bribery; as influenced by the moſt baſe and ſordid Mo- 
tives; has compar'd us, nay has given the Preference to 
Characters the moſt abandoned that Hiſtory affords. In a 
Word, has ſpared no Pains to paint us in the moſt odious 
Colours. Yet we will not allow ourſelves to fay in return, 
What ſhall be given unto thee, or what ſhall be done unto thee, 
Jalſe Tongue! On the contrary, we would exerciſe towards 
him; that Charity which thinketh no evil, "which hopeth all 
Things.—Some of us, at leaſt, would ſtill hope that His Con- 
duct towards his Brethren is the Effect of a Day of ſtrong 
Temptation. With great Truth we can ſay, that we hear- 
tily pity his Circumſtances, and would be unfeignedly glad 
to have an Opportunity of reſtoring him in the Spirit of 
Meekneſs, in any Goſpel Way. In the meah Time, we would 
deſite often to recommend him to that great Being, who is 
able even to ſubdue all Things to himſelf, that he may ſee 
his Duty and be diſpoſed to comply with it. 

With reſpect to ourſelves, permit us to ſay (not by Way 
of Self-Adulation, but in juſt Defence of our publick Cha- 
racters, upon which in a great Meaſure our Uſefulneſs de- 
pends) that we can with a humble Confidence look to him 
whoſe Eye is upon the Truth and ſay, that we deny the a- 
bove odiousImputations. We would humbly acknowledge, 
that we are weak both in a natural and moral Senſe; and 
have need, great need of Recourſe daily to the Fountain of 
Grace for Wiſdom and Forgiveneſs. | 
We willingly own alſo, that we are weak in many Parts 
of our Conduct as a Preſbytery, ſo far are we from making 
any Pretences to Infallibility. Our ſmall Number, diſtant 
in local Situation, being able to meet but ſeldom, occaſions 
ſeveral Inconveniencies and Difficulties: But deſigned 
Wickedneſs we muſt deny. If we are not greatly deceived, 
imperfect as our Conduct is, our Aims are ſincere. Let 
us not be deem'd boaſting, if we adopt the Language of 
him who ſaid, We tru/ e har goo Conſcience in alli hinge, 
wilting to live haneftly *. ; TE 

The 
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The Reaſon why we keep up a ChurchGovernment and 
Adminiſtrations, in ſome Things different from our fellow 
Chriſtians in the Country where we live, is not from any 
tondDeſire of Singularity, but becauſe we are conſcienciouſly 
perſuaded that theſe are moſt conform to the ScripturePlat- 
form, and have the moſt effectual Tendency to promote 
Purity of Faith and Practice. But though, in ſome cir- 
cumſtantial and leſſer Things, we find ourſelves Conſcience 
bound to differ from others, yet we deſire to maintain this 
Difference with all the meekneſs of Wiſdom, all that Mo- 
deration and Charity, which our holy Religion does fo 
plainly inculcate. We truſt we ſhall never be ſo far left, 
as to uſe our Liberty for a Cloak of Maliciouſneſs or an Oc- 
caſion to the Fleſh ; or to have our Zeal for Religion dege- 
nerate into Zeal for a Set; We can ſay for ourlelves and 
our Brethren (as far as we know them) that we abhor the 
Thoughts of building Preſbytery upon the Ruins of Chriſ- 
tianity, Although we dare not practically drop thelmpor- 
tance of the Fundamentals of Religion, by giving the right 
Hand of Fellowſhip to Pelagians, Sccinians, Arians and even 
Deifts, becauſe this we apprehend would be ſaying a Con- 
Federacy with the Enemies of God, and inſtead of reclaiming 
Erroriſts, ſcems to have a greater moral Tendency to har- 
den them; yet we are willing, nay deſirous, to maintain 
occaſional Communion both Miniſterial and Chriſtian with 
our Brethren: who agree with us ja the main Things, not- 
withſtanding fome circumſtantial Difference, We are 
ſenſible. that the Kingdom of Heaven is not Meats and 
Drinks, but Rizhteouſneſs and Peace and Joy in the Holy Ghoſt. 

And if any, who ſeem to love Preſbyterianiſm,on the o- 
ther ſide the Atlantick, and who addreſs the Members of 
the Church of Scotland as their moſt united Brethren, 
ſhould, through the Influence of Mr. A., or by any other 
Means, inſtead of an affectionate and friendly Diſpoſition, 
ſhew a conſiderable degree of Shyneſs and Unfriendlinels ; 
yet, we hope, that even in thisCaſe we ſhall never allow our- 
ſelves to reſent ſuch a Conduct, in a Manner inconſiſtent 
with the chriſtian Temper, or unbecoming the Diſciples 
of the Lamb of God ; but ſhall always be willing to _ 


7 1 


&:1endly Hand (if it is required) fn any Thing that 
els oi f the — of our common Chriſtianity. 
Whereunto we have already attained, walking after the 


fame Rule, and ſpeaking the ſame Thing. 
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| The Authors Diſtance from the Preſs has ocea- * 
eaſioned the following Errata. | 


AGE 4, I. 8. r. nor, l. 23, r. on one not within. P. 5, 1. 
; 10, r. Ordination. P. 6, I. 12 from bot. for in, r. is. 
P. 7, I. 4, r. Dundaſ's. 1. 13 from bot. r. bound. P. 14, 1. 
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